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Even the fellow travelers of communism, for instance, the milder
leftists who do not deny ownership but merely advocate "social leg-
isktion" and high taxation, trend strongly toward despotism be-
cause they concentrate so much of the national income and so much
authority, especially over the poor, in the hands of the politicians.
Consequently those politicians who happen to be in office can so
bribe and threaten people that free elections can hardly be held. Nor
are free elections compatible with * pfenning" on any scale. Once
undertake a long-term plan and you must cany it through against
all opposition; otherwise you would have chaos and bankruptcy so
general that no propaganda could conceal it. Now, moderately self-
confident people like to do their own planning instead of having ft
dictated to them, and everyone likes to be free from time to time to
change his mind. Consequently to carry through governmental
planning over any large part of economic life you must have a state
machine strong enough to crush opposition.

In short, communism necessitates state serfdom under a dictator,
and even the milder forms of leftism trend in the same direction.
Few dictators have seized or wielded absolute power peaceably.
Traditional governments, opposed to the absolute power either of
an individual or of a majority, and reverenced like the old kings or
the United States and the British constitutions today, are more apt
to maintain internal peace.

The alternative to internal peace is civil war. Very logically,
therefore, in our leftist age this peculiarly poignant sort of war
either blazes or smolders throughout what was once Christendom,
with a man's foes those of his own household, brother against
brother, and so forth. Ideas are no respecters of boundaries. And
differences concerning universal definitions of right and wrong are
harder to end than straightforward grabs for material goods. The
latter may be settled by compromise, while the only way to kill an
idea is to kill all those who openly profess it

Almost the only thing to be said in favor of civil wars is that they
are usually less organized than conflicts between pre-existing gov-
ernments. That of 1861-65 is an exception, but in general the rule
holds. Consequently, if twentieth-century internal quarrels dis-
tracted those who wage them from intergovernmental strife, that
would be something of a point in their favor. Precisely the contrary
is the fact Wars between governments are less and less limited by